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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following is a Final Office Action in response to the applicant's amendments 
filed March 29, 2006. Claims 1-29 are pending. Claims 1-11 and 14-29 were amended. 

Response to Amendment 

2. The Examiner withdraws the objection to claims 5, 8, 9, 15, 18-19, 25 and 28-29 
with respect to the informality of using the term "and" instead of "or". 

Response to Arguments 

3. The Examiner has fully considered the applicant's arguments and they have 
been deemed not persuasive. The applicant asserts that Nakaoka (US 6,092,048) does 
not teach direct line sequencial relationship between tasks. Nakaoka teaches (column 
5, lines 8-18) where there is a tree structure which expresses a main task and subtask 
relationship between tasks and a means for displaying. Additionally, see Figure 1 1 
which depicts a main task "go to show" and it's hierarchically related subsequent sub- 
tasks, "create report", "clear traveling expenses" etc. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

5. Claims 1-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Nakaoka (US 6,092,048). 
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As per claims 1,11 and 21 Nakaoka teaches presenting a list view that includes 
a work item (See Figure 11: task list ); selecting the work item from the list view (See 
Figure 1 1 : the item is selected and any related sub tasks are indented below it); and 
exhibiting the work item in a process view (See Figure 11: tasks are listed as to where 
they are in the process of completion), that presents a graphical representation of the 
work item within a process (See Figure 11: graphical chart), and includes a directed line 
that represents a sequential relationship of the work item relative to another work item in 
said process ((column 5, lines 8-18) where there is a tree structure which expresses a 
main task and subtask relationship between tasks and a means for displaying. 
Additionally, see Figure 1 1 which depicts a main task "go to show" and it's hierarchically 
related subsequent sub-tasks, "create report", "clear traveling expenses" etc.). 

As per claims 2, 12, and 22 Nakaoka teaches presenting the list view which 
comprises presenting the work item in textual format (See Figure 1 1 : where the tasks 
are listed using text). 

As per claims 3, 13, and 23 Nakaoka teaches exhibiting the work item in the 
process view which comprises representing the work item as a node in the process 
view (column 12, lines 1-6: "as shown in FIG. 1 1, the tree structure which has the icon 
disposed at the left end of the task title list as the node expresses that the task "GO TO 
XX SHOW" has the task "CREATE REPORT", the task "CLEAR TRAVELING 
EXPENSES" and the task "CLASSIFY CATALOGS" as the subtasks thereof."). 
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As per claims 4, 14 and 24 Nakaoka teaches exhibiting the work item in the 
process view comprises graphically representing a characteristic of the work item (See 
Figure 1 1 : where the indented sub tasks represent a characteristic of the main tasks). 

As per claims 5, 15 and 25 Nakaoka teaches graphically representing said 
characteristic comprises a mode selected from a group consisting of: displaying the 
work item in a particular color, underlining the work item, and representing the work item 
as an icon (column 12, lines 1-6: "as shown in FIG. 11, the tree structure which has the 
icon disposed at the left end of the task title list as the node expresses that the task "GO 
TO XX SHOW 1 has the task "CREATE REPORT", the task "CLEAR TRAVELING 
EXPENSES" and the task "CLASSIFY CATALOGS" as the subtasks thereof." Where 
this meets the limitations of representing an icon). 

As per claims 6, 16 and 26 Nakaoka teaches the mode is selectively determined 
(See Figure 14: where the details of the task are selected which indicates the mode of 
the step of displaying the tasks.). 

As per claims 7, 17 and 27 Nakaoka teaches associating data with the work item 
(See Figure 15: where other information, namely reports, are associated with the task.). 

As per claims 8, 18 and 28 Nakaoka teaches the data is selected from the group 
of: associated owner of the work item, an indication of when said work item was 
completed, an indication of whether said work item was completed on schedule and an 
indication of a process coordinator for the process (See Figure 15: where the 'deadline" 
input feature meets the limitations of indicating when the work was completed). 
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As per claims 9, 19 and 29 Nakaoka teaches process view further includes a 
representation of a hierarchical relation of work item to another work item in the process 
(See Figure 3: where the subtasks are related to the tasks and listed in the chart, and 
(column 5, lines 8-18) where there is a tree structure which expresses a main task and 
subtask relationship between tasks and a means for displaying. Additionally, see Figure 
1 1 which depicts a main task "go to show" and it's hierarchically related subsequent 
sub-tasks, "create report", "clear traveling expenses" etc.). 

As per claims 10 and 20, Nakaoka teaches exhibiting the work item in the 
process view comprises associating the work item with a specified user (See Figure 2: 
where the "responsible person" field would meet the limitation of a specified user). 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

7. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Linda Krisciunas whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6931. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 6:30 am to 
3:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tariq Hafiz can be reached on 571-272-6729. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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